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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on October 29, 2007 has been 
entered. 

2. Applicants' arguments have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be 
persuasive. Rejections and/or objections not reiterated from previous office actions are 
hereby withdrawn. , The following rejections and/or objections are either reiterated or newly 
applied. They constitute the complete set presently being applied to the instant application. 

3. The addition of claims 59 and 60 has been entered. 

4. Claims 52-60 are examined on the merits. 
RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 

5. Applicant's arguments directed to the newly added limitations are not persuasive because 
Yang in view of Robbins has been cited below to describe the argued limitations. 

6. In regard to claim 56, Yang et al. in view of Robin describes the claimed invention except 
for the limitation of the gauge display is configured to be a three-dimensional pie chart. 
Cooper describes the gauge display configured to be a three-dimensional pie chart is a well 
known in the art feature of Windows 95 (page 141, Figure 11-6). Yang describes the above 
cite invention being implemented in Microsoft Windows 95 (column 4, lines 35-36). 
Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
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motivated by Yang to improve the system of Robbin by providing enhanced input, 
manipulation, and output for sound and video clips (multimedia) with the gauge display 
configured to be a three-dimensional pie chart of Windows 95 as described by Cooper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
. 7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is hot identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent 
any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the 
time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S,C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

9. Claims 52-55 and 57-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yang et al. (US 6,301,586 Bl) in view of Robbin et al. (US 2003/0079038 Al) (Robbin 
hereafter). 

MOTIVATION TO COMBINE 

10. Robbin describes a need for improved approaches to manage media content on host 
computers and/or media players (page 1, column 2, [0009]) running Windows (page 1, 
column 1, [Q007]). Yang provides improved management of multimedia objects by means of 
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enhanced input, manipulation, and output (column 1, lines 44-47) for sound and video clips 
column 1, line 53). Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
would have been motivated by Yang to improve the system of Robbin by providing enhanced 
input, manipulation, and output for sound and video clips (multimedia). 
BASIS FOR REJECTION 

1 1 . In regard to claim 52, Yang discloses a computer storage media having computer- 
executable components (column 5, lines 19-36) comprising: 

\. A basket interface component configured to simultaneously manipulate received data 
objects (column 1 1 , lines 53-54, e.g. main window. . .of all child windows. . .all of the 
child windows are contained by the MDI parent Window); and 
A collection creation component (column 12, lines 35-44, e.g. albums created under 
> each of the collections), for each data object submitted to the basket interface 

component, adds at least one data item corresponding to the submitted data object to a 
collection of data items (column 1, lines 54-58, and column 23, line 39, to column 24, 
line 9), wherein the basket interface component includes a writable property which 
defines properties of the collection of data items (Figure 6, item 145, 

145 



k 



dete Images from the current active album j 

FIG. 6 



"Delete images from the current active album", also, see Figures 7-9); and 
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A listmaker application programming interface for modifying properties of a browser 
software component (column 17, lines 48-51, e.g. drop down list, or Figure 27 which 
illustrates a list). 

12. However, Yang does not describe the limitation of "a playlist...to a host application." 
Robbin describes an improvement directed to playlists in a host application (page 2, [0014]- 
[0015], and [0033]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to use the user interface of Yang with the 
playlists in a host application of Robbin. 

13. In regard to claim 53, Yang in view of Robbin cited above describes all the limitations of 
said claim. Further, Yang describes "a flag configured to modify how the display interface 
displays controls associated with the basket interface component" (column 15, line 49, to 
column 21, line 3, e.g. template wizard al^s a user to customize and/or modify templates). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to use the user interface of Yang with the playlists in a host 
application of Robbin. 

14. In regard to claim 54, Yang in view of Rpbin describes the playlist application 
programming interface component is configured to provide a copy mode property to the 
basket interface component, wherein the copy mode property control whether the data 
objects are copied in the data collection in a nested hierarchy (column 5, lines 42-57, e.g. 
each collection having one or more Albums (nested hierarchy)), column 21, lines 17-22, e.g. 
copy command, and column 22, lines 49-54, e.g. sub-directory). Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
use the user interface of Yang with the playlists in a host application of Robbin. 
15. In regard to claim 55, Yang in view of Robin describes a gauge display in a status bar 
(column 12, line 23, e.g. status bar). 

1 6. In regard to claim 57, Yang in view of Robin describes the playlist application 
programming interface component is configured to provide an event message to additional 
software components when the contents of the collection are changed (column 13, line 66, to 
column 14, line 4, e.g. the user changes the file name, or moves the images to a different 
location). 

17. In regard to claim 58, Yang in view of Robin describes the claimed invention as cited 
above. Further, Yang describes a listmaker application programming interface for modifying 
properties of a browser software component, wherein the listmaker application programming 
interface includes a property selected from the group consisting of an identity of a browser 
component and an identity of a basket control (column 17, line 48, column 18, line 15, e.g. 
name is indicated in the list). 

18. In regard to claim : 59, Yang in view of Robin describes the claimed invention as cited 
above. Further, Yang describes the listmaker application programming interface is 
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configured to provide a writeable and readable width property associated with a width of a 
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basket control (Figure 27, e.g. ^ ' ). 

1 9. In regard to claim 60, Yang in view of Robin describes the claimed invention as cited 
above. 

20. Claim 56 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Yang et al. (US 

>- 

6,301,586 Bl) in view of Robbin et al. (US 2003/0079038 Al) (Robbin hereafter), as applied 
to claims 52-55 and 57-60, in further view of Cooper, A. (1995) (Cooper hereafter). 

2 1 . Yang et al. in view of Robin describes the claimed invention except for the limitation of 
the gauge display is configured to be a three-dimensional pie chart. Cooper describes the 
gauge display configured to be a three-dimensional pie chart is a well known in the art 
feature of Windows 95 (page 141, Figure 11-6). Yang describes the above cite invention 
being implemented in Microsoft Windows 95 (column 4, lines 35-36). Therefore, one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated by Yang to 
improve the system of Robbin by providing enhanced input, manipulation, and output for 
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sound and video clips (multimedia) with the gauge display configured to be a three- 
dimensional pie chart of Windows 95 as described by Cooper. 

CONCLUSION 

22. Patent applicants with problems or questions regarding electronic images that can be 
viewed in the Patent Application Information Retrieval system (PAIR) can now contact the 
USPTO's Patent Electronic Business Center (Patent EBC) for assistance. Representatives are 
available to answer your questions daily from 6 am to midnight (EST). The toll free number 
is (866) 217-9197. When calling please have your application serial or patent number, the 
type of document you are having an image problem with, the number of pages and the 
specific nature of the problem. The Patent Electronic Business Center will notify applicants 
of the resolution of the problem within 5-7 business days. Applicants can also check PAIR to 
confirm that the problem has been corrected. The USPTO's Patent Electronic Business 
Center is a complete service center supporting all patent business on the Internet. The 
USPTO's PAIR system provides Internet-based access to patent application status and history 
information. It also enables applicants to view the scanned images of their own application 
file folder(s) as well as general patent information available to. the public. 

23. For all other customer support, please call the USPTO Call Center (UCC) at 800-786- 
9199. The USPTO's official fax number is 571-272-8300. 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to C. Dune Ly, whose telephone number is (571) 272-0716. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8 A.M. to 4 P.M. 
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25. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Tim Vo, can be reached on (571) 272-3642. 

/Cheyne D Ly/ 
C. Dune Ly 
Primary Examiner 
08/01/2008 

26. « 



